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DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

This is a decision on appeal under 35 U.S.C. § 134 from
an examner’s rejection of clains 25, 28-33, and 36-40. W

reverse.

BACKGROUND

The appellant’s invention relates to el ectronic books.
Because texts of the Holy Bible are stored in a nenory of the

appel lant’ s el ectroni c book, his invention could be called an
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“el ectroni c Good Book.” More specifically, the stored text is
di vided into the books of the Bible (e.g., Mtthew, Mark,

Luke, and John); each book is separated into chapters and
verses. Wien a user enters the nanme of a book, a read node
request i s executed whereby the beginning of the book is

di spl ayed. Wien he enters a termor phrase that is not the
nane of a book, a search nopde request is executed whereby al

t he books are searched for occurrence of the termor phrase.

A list of those books containing the entered word or phrase is
di spl ayed for selection by the user. Wen he selects a book
fromthe list, that portion of the sel ected book that includes
the entered termor phrase is displayed. Accordingly, only a
single user entry need be made to display the beginning of a
desired section of the Bible, and only two entries need be
made if the first entry does not readily identify the desired

secti on.

Claim25, which is representative for present purposes,
fol |l ows:
25. A nmethod of providing user access to stored

textual information in an electronic book having a
digital nmenory, entry keys, a display screen and a
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m croprocessor for inplenenting the nethod, said
stored textual information being conprised of
sections of textual information, each of said
sections being identified by a respective section
identifier, said method conprising the steps of:

receiving a user entry froma user of said
el ectroni ¢ book;

parsing said user entry by recognizing said user
entry as a read node request if said user entry
corresponds to any one of said section identifiers,
and by recogni zing said user entry as a search node
request if said user entry does not correspond to
any one of said section identifiers,

di spl ayi ng, when said user entry is recognized
as a read node request, at |least a portion of said
section of textual information having said section
identifier to which the user entry corresponds; and

searchi ng, when said user entry is recogni zed as
a search node request, through each of said sections
of textual information for at |east one occurrence
of said user entry, displaying on said display
screen of said electronic book a list of the section
identifiers of those sections of textual information
in which said at | east one occurrence of said user
entry is found, receiving a second user entry from
said user, and displaying a portion containing the
first user entry of the section of textual
i nformati on having said section identifier to which
the second user entry corresponds.

The prior art applied by the exam ner in rejecting the

clainms foll ows:
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Cassorla et al. (“Cassorla”) 5, 146, 552 Sep
8, 1992

(filed Feb. 28, 1990)
Cochran et al. ("Cochran”) 4,879, 648 Nov. 7,
1989

C ains 25, 28-33, and 36-40 stand rejected under 35 U S. C
8§ 103 as being obvi ous over Cassorla in view of Cochran.
Rat her than reiterate the argunents of the appellant or

exam ner in toto, we

refer the reader to the brief and answer for the respective

details thereof.

OPI NI ON
After considering the record, we are persuaded that the
exam ner erred in rejecting clains 25, 28-33, and 36-40.
Accordingly, we reverse. W begin by summari zing the

exam ner's rejection and the appellant's argunent.

The exam ner asserts, "a state or airport code may be
entered into the location field. Depending on the code

entered, the processing for a state or airport is perforned.”
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(Exam ner's Answer at 10.) He adds, “when the entry is a

state code or correlates to a state identifier it is processed
as a read request or static list.” (ld. at 7.) The appell ant

argues, "neither Cassorla, et al. nor Cochran, et al.

di scl oses or suggests parsing a user entry by recognizing the
entry as a read node request or as a search node request
dependi ng upon whet her that user entry corresponds to any of
the section identifiers of the stored textual information."

(Appeal Br. at 10.)

Clainms 25 and 29-31 specify in pertinent part the
followng imtations: "parsing said user entry by recogni zi ng
said user entry as a read node request if said user entry
corresponds to any one of said section identifiers, and by
recogni zing said user entry as a search node request if said
user entry does not correspond to any one of said section
identifiers, displaying, when said user entry is recogni zed as
a read node request, at least a portion of said section of
textual information having said section identifier to which

the user entry corresponds ....” Simlarly, claim28
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specifies in pertinent part the following limtations:
"parsing said user entry by recogni zing said user entry as a
read node request if said user entry corresponds to any one of
said section identifiers and said user entry is not included
within any of said sections of textual information, by
recogni zi ng said user entry as a search node request if said
user entry does not correspond to any one of said section
identifiers, and pronpting said user to indicate whether the
user entry is a read node request or a search node request
when said user entry corresponds to one of said section
identifiers and said user entry is included within at | east
one of said sections of textual information; displaying, when
said user entry is recognized as a read node request, at |east
a portion of said section of textual information having said
section identifier to which the user entry corresponds ....”"
Also simlarly, clains 33 and 37-40 specify in pertinent part
the following limtations: “parsing nmeans for parsing said
user entry by recognizing said user entry as a read node
request if said user entry corresponds to any one of said
section identifiers, and by recognizing said user entry as a

search node request if said user entry does not correspond to



Appeal No. 1999-2257 Page 7
Application No. 08/ 767,220

any one of said section identifiers; and display neans for

di spl ayi ng, when said user entry is recognized as a read node
request, at |least a portion of said section of textual

i nformati on having said section identifier to which the user

entry corresponds .... Simlarly, claim36 specifies in
pertinent part the followng |imtations: “parsing neans for
parsing said user entry by recognizing said user entry as a
read node request if said user entry corresponds to any one of
said section identifiers and said user entry is not included
wi thin any of said sections of textual information, and by
recogni zi ng said user entry as a search node request if said
user entry does not correspond to any one of said section
identifiers, said parsing neans including neans for pronpting
said user to indicate whether the user entry is a read node
request or a search node request when said user entry
corresponds to one of said section identifiers and said user
entry is included within at |east one of said sections of
textual information; display neans for displaying, when said
user entry is recognized as a read node request, at |east a
portion of said section of textual information having said

section identifier to which the user entry corresponds ....”
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Accordingly, clains 25, 28-33, and 36-40 require inter alia

recogni zing a user entry as a read node request if it
corresponds to a section identifier and responsively
di spl ayi ng at | east sone of a section of textual information
having the section identifier to which the user entry
corresponds.

The exam ner fails to show a teaching or suggestion of

the limtations in the applied prior art. "' Aprim facie

case of obviousness is established when the teachings fromthe
prior art itself would appear to have suggested the clai ned
subject matter to a person of ordinary skill in the art.”” In
re Bell, 991 F.2d 781, 782, 26 USPQR2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir.

1993) (quoting In re R nehart, 531 F.2d 1048, 1051, 189 USPQ

143, 147 (CCPA 1976)).

Here, the exam ner admts, “Cassorla does not show read
node ... requests.” (Examner’s Answer at 3.) Furthernore,
Cochran’s state code, to which the examner refers, is not a
read request. To the contrary, it is processed as a search

request whereby a database is searched for occurrence of the
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code. Specifically “all the state codes or airport codes are
l'inked with | ogi cal

connectors ‘and’ and in step 116 a search through the data
base (shown as Data Base,) is conducted to obtain Data Base, as

a subset of Data Base,.” Col. 16, I|I. 29-33.

Because Cochran’s state code is processed as a search
request, we are not persuaded that the teachings fromthe
applied prior art would have suggested the |[imtations of
“"parsing said user entry by recognizing said user entry as a
read node request if said user entry corresponds to any one of
said section identifiers, and by recogni zing said user entry
as a search node request if said user entry does not
correspond to any one of said section identifiers, displaying,
when said user entry is recogni zed as a read node request, at
| east a portion of said section of textual information having
said section identifier to which the user entry corresponds;”
"parsing said user entry by recogni zing said user entry as a
read node request if said user entry corresponds to any one of

said section identifiers and said user entry is not included

wi thin any of said sections of textual information, by
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recogni zi ng said user entry as a search node request if said
user entry does not correspond to any one of said section
identifiers, and pronpting said user to indicate whether the
user entry is a read node request or a search node request
when said user entry corresponds to one of said section
identifiers and said user entry is included within at | east
one of said sections of textual information; displaying, when
said user entry is recognized as a read node request, at |east
a portion of said section of textual information having said
section identifier to which the user entry corresponds;”
“parsing means for parsing said user entry by recogni zing said
user entry as a read node request if said user entry
corresponds to any one of said section identifiers, and by
recogni zi ng said user entry as a search node request if said
user entry does not correspond to any one of said section
identifiers; and display neans for displaying, when said user
entry is recogni zed as a read node request, at |east a portion
of said section of textual information having said section
identifier to which the user entry corresponds;” and “parsing
nmeans for parsing said user entry by recognizing said user

entry as a read node request if said user entry corresponds to
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any one of said section identifiers and said user entry is not
i ncluded within any of said sections of textual information,
and by recogni zing said user entry as a search node request if
said user entry does not correspond to any one of said section
identifiers, said parsing neans including neans for pronpting
said user to indicate whether the user entry is a read node
request or a search node request when said user entry
corresponds to one of said section identifiers and said user
entry is included within at |east one of said sections of
textual information; display neans for displaying, when said
user entry is recognized as a read node request, at |east a
portion of said section of textual information having said
section identifier to which the user entry corresponds ....”"
Therefore, we reverse the rejection of clains 25, 28-33, and

36-40 as bei ng obvious over Cassorla in view of Cochran.

CONCLUSI ON

In summary, the rejection of clains 25, 28-33, and 36-40

under 8§ 103 is reversed.
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REVERSED

M CHAEL R FLEM NG
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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